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- !f NO period for reply is specified above the <™™™£^^ ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) 0 Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E This action is non-final. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 

have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. - The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
Itonm TL title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
sSat me ulject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
TlgSrS Si in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentab.hty shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 6, 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
et al. (US Patent No. 5,649,244) in view of Barkans (US Patent No. 5,929,862). 

As to claim 1, Sato teaches: 

an image forming section for forming an image in a plurality of operational modes (col. 
1, lines 9-15); 

a display device (18 in fig. 6) for executing display in a plurality of colors corresponding 
to the plurality of operational modes (Abstract); 

a memory ( 212 RAM in fig. 29) which stores information corresponding to the plurality 

of operational modes (col. 20, lines 32-35); 

control means (21 1 CPU in fig. 29) for reading information corresponding to an 
operational mode to be executed from the memory to control the information to be displayed on 
the display device (col. 15, lines 29-32). 
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However, Sato does not teach control means for reading color information stored in a 
memory corresponding to the plurality of operational modes to control the color to be displayed 
on the display device. Since Sato teaches there are different color values associating with the 
different operational modes are displayed in the display device, it would have been obvious to 
have a memory for storing color information and a controller to control the color from the 
memory corresponding to the plurality of operational modes to be displayed on the display 
device. Furthermore, Barkans also teaches more details how a memory control (97 in fig. 4) for 
reading color values from buffer memory (34 in fig. 4) to control the color to be displayed on the 
display device (36 in fig. 4, col. 10, lines 8-10, col. 9, lines 38-40 and 

It would have been obvious to have modified the color values associating with the 
operation modes of Sato are stored in the frame buffer memory and controlled by control for 
displaying in the display device as taught by Barkans. The suggestion of modifying the system 
of Sato can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth by Barkans because 
Barkans provides a controlling system and method for enhancing the quality of colored images in 
a computer graphics system and minimizing memory requirements and memory accesses. 
Therefore, the system of Barkans is particular suited for an interactive computer graphics system 
of Sato in that it provides for generation of high quality images at high speeds. 

As to claim 6, Sato teaches the regions are displayed with a background colors is set 
according to the color values (col. 15, lines 1-12 ). 

As to claim 9, Sato teaches program registration means for registering a plurality of 
combinations of image forming conditions; and setting means for setting an operational mode by 
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calling a combination of image forming conditions registered by the program registration means 
(col. 15, lines 29-45). 

As to claim 13, due to the similarity of this claim to that of claim 1, this claim is rejected 
as the reason and motivation applied to claim 1. 

4. Claims 2-3, 7-8 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sato et al. and Barkans as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Kajita (US Patent No. 
5,999,708). 

As to claims 2-3, the combination of Sato and Barkans teaches the feature in claim 1 
except operator entering identification and the image forming section performing jobs is 
associated with one of modes. 

Kajita teaches input means for entering an identification signal for identifying an operator 
(704 in fig. 7, col. 5, lines 21-26), and the image forming section (1 17 in fig. 1) is capable of 
sequentially executing a plurality of jobs, and each job is associated with one of the plurality of 
operational modes (i.e., print mode 402 in fig. 4). 

It would have been obvious to have modified the system of Sato and Barkans for entering 
the password by the operator and selecting the printing mode of a plurality of modes for 
executing the print job as taught by Kajita. The suggestion of modifying the system of Sato and 
Barkans can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth by Kajita because Kajita 
provides a security function which just allow a particular operator to select a particular mode 
such as a printing mode for only executing the print job. 
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As to claims 10-12, the combination of Sato and Barkans teaches the feature in claim 1. 
Furthermore, Sato teaches the regions are displayed with a background colors is set according to 
the color value (col. 15, lines 1-12). 

However, the combination of Sato and Barkans does not teach a second setting means 
regarding a second function in associated with a first setting means regarding a first function, and 
both function are simultaneously displayed in sectionalized regions in a display device. 

Kajita teaches first setting means for setting an image forming condition regarding a first 
function (i.e., enlargement in fig. 15) , and second setting means regarding a second function 
(i.e., arrow associated with enlargement or number 1506 associated with copy mode in fig. 15) in 
association with the first setting means; the first function and the second function are 
simultaneously displayed in sectionalized regions in a display device (see 1501 and 1506 in 
fig. 15). 

It would have been obvious to have modified the system of Sato and Barkans for display 
a second setting means regarding a second function in associated with a first setting means 
regarding a first function, and both function are simultaneously displayed in sectionalized 
regions in a display device as taught by Kajita. The suggestion of modifying the system of Sato 
and Barkans can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth by Kajita because 
Kajita provides the graphical user interface displays a plurality of functions associated together 
and in the same window which allows the user to easily set a plurality of functions when these 
functions are displayed in the same window. 

As to claims 7-8, due to similarity of these claims to those of claims 10-11, these claims 
are rejected as the reason and motivation applied to claims 10-11. 
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5. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato et al. and 
Barkans as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Knodt et al. (US Patent No. 5,987,535). 
As to claims 4-5, the combination of Sato and Barkans teaches the feature in claim 1 

except copy mode and fax mode 

Knodt teaches copy mode (53 in fig. 2) and fax mode (56 in fig. 2) displayed in the 

display device (fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious to have modified the system of the combination of Sato and 
Barkans for displaying copy mode (53 in fig. 2) and fax mode (56 in fig. 2) in the display 
device.as taught by Knodt . The suggestion of modifying the system of Sato and Barkans can be 
reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth by Knodt because Knodt provides the 
multi function device including copy operation and fax operation in which these functions 
displayed in the display device to allow the user easily to select one of functions for performing a 
particular job. 



Conclusion 

6 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas Q. Tran whose telephone number is (703) 305-4857 or 
e-mail address is Douglas.tran@uspto.gov. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-470CK 



Douglas Q. Tran 
Mar. 10, 2001 



